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Circuit Judges to Receive Expenses 





Watching as Governor Chandler signs a newly passed bill are from left, Senator 
George E. Overby, Murray; Representative Carl D. Melton, Henderson, and Amos Eblen, 
secretary of the Judicial Council. The bill provides for the payment of the expenses of 
circuit judges while on the circuit. Overbey and Melton are chairmen of the Judicial 
Committees in the legislative bodies. 





Louisville Bar Holds Gridiron Dinner 


The annual Gridiron Dinner of the Louisville Bar Association was held 
in the Flag Room of the Kentucky Hotel, January 17, 1956. A crowd of 
about 400 Attorneys and their spouses enjoyed being roasted and seeing their 
brother lawyers roasted in the spirit of fun. 

The format of the program was the same as “Truth or Consequences.” 
This show was different from all the others in that every performer played 
himself, and none of them knew what was expected of them until told by the 
Master of Ceremonies, Ray Shelton. 















PROGRAM 


KENTUCKY STATE BAR ASSOCIATION 
ANNUAL CONVENTION 


Tuesday evening, April 3, Wednesday, April 4, 
and Thursday, April 5, 1956 


TUESDAY EVENING, APRIL 3, 1956 
7:00 JUDICIAL BANQUET—Mirror Room 


8:00 SPEAKER 
Hon. WALTER V. ScHAEFER, Judge of Illinois Supreme Court 
(All judges, lawyers, and ladies invited to banquet, speaking or both.) 


WEDNESDAY MORNING, APRIL 4, 1956 


8:00 BREAKFAST FOR PAST PRESIDENTS OF THE KENTUCKY STATE BAR 
ASSOCIATION AND CURRENT PRESIDENTS OF LOCAL BAR ASSOCIA- 


TIONS—Ship Room 


9:00 REGISTRATION FOR ENTERTAINMENT AND ALL PROGRAMS—Lobby 


(Ladies should register for all special entertainment.) Mrs. Marie Meuter, 
Executive Secretary of Louisville Bar Association, in charge 


10:00 OPENING ASSEMBLY—Flag Room 

Invocation—Rev. Paul S. Stauffer, Pastor of First Christian Church, Louis- 
ville, Kentucky 

Address of Welcome—Hon. A. Scott Hamilton, President Louisville Bar As- 
sociation 

Annual Report—Hon. Selden Y. Trimble IV, Hopkinsville, Kentucky, Presi- 
dent of Kentucky State Bar Association 

Uniform Commercial Code—Hon. James B. Young, Louisville, Kentucky, 
Chairman Uniform Commercial Code Committee 


11:00 ADDRESS 
Hon. E. SMyrHe Gamsrett, Atlanta, Georgia, President American Bar As- 
sociation 


12:15 JUNIOR BAR LUNCHEON—Mirror Room 


to Hon. Tuomas C, Carroiz, Louisville, Kentucky, President, presiding 
1:45 Hon. Rosert G. Storey, Jr., Dallas, Texas, Chm. Jr. Bar Conf., Amer. Bar 
Assn. 


(All lawyers and ladies invited) 
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WEDNESDAY AFTERNOON, APRIL 4, 1956 


2:00 DEMONSTRATION OF AN ESTATE TAX CASE—Flag Room 
to Hon. J. Grecory Bruce, Washington, D. C., Judge of United States Tax Court, 
5:00 presiding 

Trial in the Tax Court. 


Cast of Characters: 


as I iccticienticicicsenincnsiiciasimnpninninisieiubennail Hon. Richard B. Crawford, 
Louisville Attorney 


I SII crecssiscsrscicsincinssrtebieinisshninelciaeinesiaictnapediastihiadartel Miss Mary Stuart, 
Louisville Attorney 
BS 3k; IMINO: cirri ieeianinteeinarnitansiieinlaianimenonniadiatel Hon. James W. Stites, 


former Judge Court of Appeals of Kentucky, Louisville 


ET RE a Ne ee ST Mrs. Maria Meuter, 
Executive Secretary, Louisville Bar Association 


TT I ii iiicshncisttedcntomcnrenncinnscnilaaaial Hon. Bernard H. Barnett, 
Louisville Attorney 


Hon. S. Russell Smith, 
Louisville Attorney 
Technical Adviser, Appellate Division.............................. Hon. Lee Green, 
Appellate Staff, Louisville, Kentucky 

Representatives of Regional Counsel’s Office, 
SS UR ee hte ee Hon. Elmer Lyon, 
Revenue Agent, Indianapolis, Indiana 


Hon. Charles Hembree, 
Louisville, Kentucky 


Tk en nee Hon. J. Gregory Bruce, 
Washington, D. C., Judge of United States Tax Court 

Division Clerk...................... sscostnnaipisktiinieaiiicn teased al Hon. Henry Nitzkin, 
Asst. Circuit Clerk, Jefferson County 

OE ee ene rae eee Dr. G. David McClure, 
Louisville, Kentucky 

I No aciccrnssccirasnccitinisicaesighiiapilobinnnstaesiianinninaamaataal Dr. Louis Baer, 
Louisville, Kentucky 

DS rt TN aici cee Hon. Arthur F. Robert, 
Patent Attorney, Louisville, Kentucky 

| RR eR a ee NT eer PES oP Hon. Charles E. Keller, 
Louisville Attorney 

> ese Hon. Joseph R. Gathright, 
Trust Officer, Kentucky Trust Company, Louisville, Kentucky 

Counsel, Resisting Continuance........................--..-- Hon. J. Leonard Walker, 
United States District Attorney, Louisville, Kentucky 

I Hon. Henry T. Merritt, 
Louisville Attorney 

Counsel, Seeking Continuance..................--..--0------- Hon. Arthur W. Grafton, 


Louisville Attorney 


Production Staff: 


a a a Hon. Fred J. Karem, 
Louisville Attorney 


I ae bleed Hon. Ephraim K. Lawrence, 
Louisville Attorney 
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4:00 LADIES’ TEA—Ship Room 

to Hostesses: Mrs. Selden Y. Trimble IV, Hopkinsville, Kentucky 

5:30 Mrs. Victoria V. Gilbert, President, National Women’s Lawyers Association, 
Shelbyville, Kentucky 


WEDNESDAY EVENING, APRIL 4, 1956 


7:00 ANNUAL BANQUET (Informal dress)—Flag Room 

Presiding—Hon. Selden Y. Trimble IV, President, Kentucky State Bar As- 
sociation 

Presentation of Kentucky State Bar Association’s trophies for best paper on 
Legal Ethics from the University of Kentucky and University of Louis- 
ville by Selden Y. Trimble IV, President 

Presentation of Kentucky State Bar Association’s outstanding service awards 
to a Kentucky Circuit Judge and Attorney by James B. Milliken, Chief 
Justice, Court of Appeals of Kentucky 

Speaker—Dr. Frank A. Rose, President, Transylvania College 


THURSDAY MORNING, APRIL 5, 1956 


9:15 REAL ESTATE PANEL—Mirror Room 
to Moderator—Judge Parker Duncan, Bowling Green, Kentucky 
10:15 Panel Members— 
Hon. James B. Milliken, Cold Springs, Kentucky, Chief Justice, Court of 
Appeals 
Hon. Edward T. Breathitt, Jr., Hopkinsville, Kentucky 
Hon. James R. Merritt, Professor of Law, University of Louisville, Louisville, 
Kentucky 
Hon. William L. Matthews, Jr., Professor of Law, University of Kentucky, 
Lexington, Kentucky 


10:00 FOR THE LADIES—Coffee—Ship Room 
Hostess: Mrs. Wilson W. Wyatt, Louisville, Kentucky 


Speaker: Miss Helen Leopold of the Courier-Journal, Louisville, Kentucky, 
will discuss fashions, styles, and shopping in Louisville 


10:15 TORT PANEL—Mirror Room 
to HOW TO TRY A PERSONAL INJURY ACTION 
12:00 Moderator—Hon. William L. Rose, Williamsburg, Kentucky 


Panel members for the plaintiff: 
Hon. Harry L. Hargadon, Louisville, Kentucky 
Hon. Bernard Moynahan, Nicholasville, Kentucky 
Hon. James F. Clay, Danville, Kentucky 


Panel members for the defendant: 
Hon. Joseph Stopher, Louisville, Kentucky 
Hon. George T. Ross, Richmond, Kentucky 
Hon. J. T. Orendorf, Bowling Green, Kentucky 
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GENERAL ASSEMBLY LUNCHEON—Terrace Room 

Hon. SeLpeN Y. TrimBce IV, President, Kentucky State Bar Association, pre- 
siding 

Senior Counsellor Certificates awarded all members of the Kentucky Bar who 
have practiced for 50 years or longer by Hon. Thomas B. McGregor, 
Frankfort, Kentucky 

Award of Merit Certificates to Judges by Hon. S. S. Willis, Ashland, Kentucky 

Resolutions Committee Report 

Installation of New Officers 


Addresses by: 
Dean A. C. Russell, University of Louisville School of Law 
Dean Elvis J. Stahr, University of Kentucky Law School 
Hon. William L. Sullivan, Henderson, Kentucky, State Senator—Report on 
1956 Legislation 


THURSDAY AFTERNOON, APRIL 5, 1956 


MINIMUM FEES—Mirror Room 
Moderator—Hon. Thomas C. Carroll, Louisville, Kentucky 
Panel Members— 
Hon. Bernard Coughlin, Maysville, Kentucky 
Hon. Ridley M. Sandidge, Owensboro, Kentucky 
Hon. Maxwell P. Barrett, Hazard, Kentucky 
Hon. W. H, Dysard, Ashland, Kentucky 
Hon. Henry O. Whitlow, Paducah, Kentucky 
Hon. F. M. Dailey, Jr., Frankfort, Kentucky 


TWO YEARS’ EXPERIENCE UNDER FEDERAL AND STATE RULES—CON- 
FLICTS, DIFFERENCES, AND DISTRICT COURT RULES—Mirror Room 
Moderator—Hon. Amos Eblen, Frankfort, Kentucky 
Panel Members— 
Hon. Mac Swinford, Judge, United States District Court of Kentucky 
Hon. Astor Hogg, Judge, Court of Appeals of Kentucky 
Hon. J. C. Carter, Circuit Judge, Tompkinsville, Kentucky 
Hon. Rodney S. Bryson, Circuit Judge, Covington, Kentucky 
Hon. A. H. Barker, Cynthiana, Kentucky 


UNIVERSITY OF KENTUCKY ALUMNI DINNER—Mirror Room 
UNIVERSITY OF LOUISVILLE ALUMNI DINNER—Terrace Room 
HARVARD LAW SCHOOL ALUMNI—Wynn-Stay Club 


CONVENTION COMMITTEE 


Hon. Edward A. Dodd 
Hon. S. M. Rosenstein 














PROGRAM 


JUDICIAL CONFERENCE OF KENTUCKY 


10:00 A.M. 


10:25 A.M. 


10:30 A.M. 


11:00 A.M. 


Kentucky Hotel, Louisville 
Tuesday, April 3, 1956 
REGISTRATION 
CALL TO ORDER—Chief Justice James B. Milliken, Chairman—Ship Room 
LEGISLATION OF INTEREST TO THE JUDICIARY 


SPECIAL VERDICTS AND INTERROGATORIES TO JURIES— 
Judge Joseph P. Goodenough 
Judge John J. Winn 


12:00 QUESTIONS AND DISCUSSION 


1:00 P.M. 


2:30 P.M. 


7:00 P.M. 


ADDRESS—Judge Walter V. Schaefer, Supreme Court of Illinois 


LUNCHEON—Parlor B-C 


CRITIQUE OF APPELLATE OPINIONS FROM STANDPOINT OF TRIAL 
JUDGES—Ship Room 


PANEL DISCUSSION 

Judge Porter Sims, Court of Appeals, Moderator 
MEMBERS OF PANEL 

Judge John B. Rodes 


Judge Watt M. Prichard 


DINNER—Mirror Room 
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Speaker for Ladies 





Helen Leopold 


The wives of members of the 
Louisville Bar Association 


cordially invite 
the wives and lady members of 


the Kentucky Bar Association 
to a “coffee” in their honor 


Thursday, April 5, at 10 A.M. 
at the Kentucky Hotel 


Besides greetings and the usual 
feminine conversation among the 
ladies, Miss Helen Leopold of the 
Louisville Times will talk about the 
latest fashion trends and home decor- 
ations. Miss Leopold has recently re- 
turned from the fashion shows in New 
York and has up-to-the-minute news 
on color, materials, furniture, and 
home decor. She will tell the ladies 
what new things are available in 
Louisville for the figure, the home, 
and the garden. 

Miss Leopold, the daughter of an 
eminent lawyer, is an excellent speaker 
and smart in appearance. She at- 
tended art schools here and in New 
York, worked with the advertising de- 


partment of Lord and Taylor, and 
did free lance designing while there. 

She was publicity director of the 
Louisville Red Cross during World 
War II. 

Miss Leopold is a past president 
of the Visiting Nurse Association and 
is a member of the Board of Directors 
of the English Speaking Union. 

She served as Courier-Journal travel 
editor for two years and originated 
the Courier-Journal shopping column 
called “Helen Hunt.” 

The ladies of the Louisville Bar As- 
sociation are looking forward to 
greeting their Kentucky friends. All 
the ladies who are in Louisville for 
the 1956 Bar Association Convention 
are cordially invited. 





Rounding Out Four Score 
And Ten 


I'm rounding out four score and ten, 

And in the house on evenings when 

I half-doze in my restful chair, 

From out the shadows round me 
there, 

Appear faces I knew in the long 


ago, 

And, ah, it thrills me so— 

When mother’s face with its tender 
smile 

Beams forth, and for a little while 

It seems I’m just her boy again, 

And as I seem to feel her kiss 

Her image fades, and in its place 

There comes a winsome girlish face 

With lids half-closed o’er skyblue 


eyes, 

As again Eden’s charm brings 
paradise. 

Just there my towhead great grand- 
son, 

Says, “Hey, grandpa, is your nap 
done?” 


I yawn and shake the fire up then, 

While rounding out four score and 
ten. 

C. C. Cuzzort 

Louisville Bar 
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UNAUTHORIZED PRACTICE OF LAW 


By H. H. 


Perhaps it is a matter of over sim- 
plification to deny anyone except an 
attorney the right to make tax returns. 
With few exceptions the tax return 
itself is quite simple, but arriving at 
this simple and uncomplicated point 
may be a different matter since all the 
skill and learning in the field of ac- 
countancy may have been necessary 
to arrive at the starting point. It 
could very well be that the accountant 
should handle the financial affairs, 
keep the books and render an account- 
ing for every person, firm, or corpora- 
tion whose business was such that the 
services of one so trained were re- 
quired. But for a corporation to em- 
ploy an accountant to keep its books 
and then extend this employment to 
the practice of law is another matter. 


Recently there has been some 
effort on the part of accountants 
to create the impression that their 
services in tax matters are of more 
benefit to the public than those of the 
lawyer and for that reason the services 
of the attorney should be dispensed 
with altogether. This proposition was 
not advanced however until after the 
American Bar Assn., in an attempt to 
arbitrate the controversy, entered in- 
to an Agreement of Principals recog- 
nizing certain aspects of tax work as 
belonging to the accountant. This, it 
now appears, is where the bookkeep- 
ing camel got its nose in the tent. Ac- 
countants now have been busily en- 
gaged in circulating and distributing 





HARNED 


propaganda all over the United States 
to the effect that it is in the best in- 
terest of the public for them to handle 
all tax matters. 

It would seem to us that the ques- 
tion of a person’s qualifications to do 
any certain thing is not to be con- 
sidered, regardless of how skilled he 
may be in his profession or calling. 
If this is to be the criterion, and if this 
is going to be the test permitted by 
the Courts, the legal profession may 
well look forward to the day when 
the doctor or surgeon will appear as 
the attorney for the piaintiff in per- 
sonal injury cases; schoolteachers ap- 
pear at the clerk’s office with deeds 
and mortgages; and the Doctor of 
Divinity in the probate court. It can- 
not be contended that a doctor does 
not know more of the pain and suffer- 
ing, more of the extent of injury, and 
more of the possibilities of permanent 
disability than a lawyer. It could 
also be well said that schoolteachers 
are far better versed in the usc of 
language and the meaning of words 
and thereby be more qualified to write 
contracts, deeds, and mortgages. And, 
since the Doctor of Divinity is the 
noblest of them all in caring for the 
mortal’s present as well as his here- 
after, think of the possibilities of this 
profession. To follow the thought, 
the time may come when an attorney 
cannot tell his client to get his ac- 
counts in better shape, cut out so 


(Continued on page 87 ) 
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Final Report of Minimum Fee Committee 
Kentucky State Bar Association 


The Minimum Fee Committee appointed last fall began its work with a 
mecting in Louisville on December 7, 1955. The final meeting of the com- 
mittee was held February 10, 1956. Numerous contacts were made with at- 
torneys and bar associations throughout the State. As a result of these con- 
tacts, and the work of the committee members, a report on a proposed Mini- 
mum Fee Schedule has been prepared. 

A Minimum Fee Schedule for the Kentucky State Bar Association will be 
presented to the members of the profession, for adoption, at the annual conven- 
tion in Louisville on April 5, 1956. Prior to that time, all attorneys are urged 
to examine the suggested fees contained in the report of the committee. These 








fees are as follows: 


TYPE OF WORK 


Unrrep States Districr Court: 


SUGGESTED MINIMUM FEE 


Appearance $ 50.00 

Preparation and filing pleadings 50.00 

Preparation for court trials, jury trials, 

or hearings 100.00 

Court trials or hearings per diem 150.00 

Jury trial per diem 150.00 

Removal of case to Federal Court 100.00 
BANKRUPTCY: 

Filing of voluntary petition, schedules and 

appearances subject to approval of Referee 100.00 

Filing Proof of Claim 10.00 

Litigated matters before Referee—per diem 100.00 
Kentucky Court OF APPEALS: 

Preparatory work and brief 300.00 

Oral argument 200.00 

Petition for rehearing 100.00 
Circurr Court: 

Depositions per diem or fraction thereof 25.00 

Appearance, including pleading to issue 75.00 

Preparation of case for trial 100.00 

Trial or hearing per diem 100.00 
Propate Court: 

Probate of Will, appearance, and qualification 35.00 


Estates: 
(In determining fees on estates, the gross 
estate, including all real and personal prop- 
erty, shall be included for such computa- 
tions ) 

Under $500.00 disposed of on motion 
and order 


50.00 
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TYPE OF WORK SUGGESTED MINIMUM FEE 


ProspatE Court—Continued 
Estates—Continued 
Under $500.00 requiring same procedure as 
larger estates 
Estates OvER $500.00 
$500.00 to $25,000.00 


Additional fee from $25,000.00 to 
$75,000.00 
Additional fee over $75,000.00 

Preparing and filing simple inheritance tax 
return—no administration 

Guardianship: Procuring appointment, 

reparing and filing inventory 
F iling. preparing current report 
Preparing and filing final report 
Adoption proceedings 
HearING Berore Crry AND County 
BoarDs AND COMMISSIONS 

CHATTEL MORTGAGES AND NOTES 
COLLECTIONS: 

All collections under $50.00 

All collections in excess of $50.00 
ContTrAct—SIMPLE ForM 
CoRPORATIONS: 

Organization, including preparation Articles, 
By-Laws, Stock Subscription, Minutes 
First Meeting Shareholders and Minutes First 
Meeting Board of Directors 

Dissolution of Corporation 

Amendment of Articles 

Registration of Foreign Corporations 

Drartinc DEED 
Ciosinc REAL Estate TRANSACTION 
Domestic RELATIONS: 

Uncontested Divorce 

Contested Divorce—(Same per diem rate 
as for court trial and hearings) 

Separation Agreement 

FORECLOSURES: 
(Uncontested and with no other liens involved ) 


Haseas Corpus 


INCOMPETENCE: 
Declaration of 
Restoration of 


Lasor NEGOTIATIONS PER DiEM 





$ 75.00 


50.00 plus 4% on amount 
over $500.00 


3% 


2% 
50.00 


35.00 
Hourly 
Hourly 

150.00 


75.00 
7.50 


50% 
25% 
Hourly 


200.00 
150.00 
50.00 
50.00 
7.50 
15.00 


100.00 


200.00 
35.00 


Fee shall be determined on 
same basis as estate fees 
with amount of recovery 
determining computation 


75.00 


100.00 
75.00 


200.00 
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TYPE OF WORK SUGGESTED MINIMUM FEE 
Inquest BEFORE CORONER $ 35.00 
Drartinc LEASE 10.00 
HovurLy Work: 
Legal work per hour in office or on telephone 15.00 
Minimum consultation fee 5.00 
Morrcace (Rea Estate) 7.50 


ConTINGENT CASEs: 
Representing plaintiff on contingent basis 


without suit 25% 
Representing plaintiff on contingent basis 

with suit 334% 

If appeal taken to Court of Appeals 40% 

PARTNERSHIP 75.00 

Power OF ATTORNEY 7.50 

Proor or CLAIM 5.00 


TitLe EXAMINATION: 
For not more than 30-year run-down 


Minimum fee titles under $2,500.00 35.00 
\ll titles in excess of $2,500.00 35.00 plus % of 1% of 


amount involved in 
excess of $2,500.00 
Closing any government or government- 
insured loan 40.00 plus above sched- 
ule of title fees 


WILLs: 
With trust 100.00 
Simple Will 10.00 
Codicils 5.00 
CriminaAL WorK No determination of fees 


Each attorney should study the schedule of fees with care. Comments 
on the proposed fee schedule should be submitted in writing prior to April 
1, 1956, to the Chairman or one of the members of the Minimum Fee Com- 
mittee, who are as follows: 


Thomas C. Carroll—Chairman Ernest M. Fulton 

614 Kentucky Home Life Building 113 W. Stephen Foster Avenue 
Louisville, Kentucky Bardstown, Kentucky 

Henry O. Whitlow W. H. Dysard 

Waller, Threlkeld and Whitlow Second National Bank Building 
Paducah, Kentucky Ashland, Kentucky 


F. M. Dailey, Jr. 
Frankfort, Kentucky 


Ridley M. Sandidge . ' 
Byron, Sandidge and Holbrook Bernard Coughlin 
Owensboro, Kentucky 132 East 3rd Street 


Oldham Clarke Mayenne, Saaeany 


Kentucky Home Life Building Richard L. Garnett 
Louisville, Kentucky Glasgow, Kentucky 


Maxwell P. Barret 
Hazard, Kentucky 
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Medico-Legal Institute 
Held at University of Kentucky 


More than 300 Kentucky lawyers and doctors attended the Medico-Legal 
Institute held at the University of Kentucky, October 28-29, 1955. The Institute, 
sponsored by the College of Law of the University, with the co-operation of 
a planning committee of members of the legal and medical professions of 
Fayette County, featured addresses and panel discussions of the following 
topics: 

“Tue Liassity InsurANCE Company Speaks: How Mucus Is A Cram 

Wortn?” 

Speaker: Mr. Forrest S. Smith, General Counsel, American Fidelity & Cas. 
ualty Co. Mr. Smith discussed the home claims office, the branch 
office, the examining physician and the trial counsel in a liability 
claim, the proper relationship of one to the other, and stressed the 
importance of close co-operation. 

Panel: Attorneys W. Henderson Dysard, Ashland, and Thomas S. Waller, 
Paducah; Drs. Kearns R. Thompson and Carl Wiesel, Lexington. 
Dean Elvis J. Stahr, Jr., Moderator. 

“THE LAWYER SPEAKS TO THE Doctor” 

Speaker: Mr. James A. Dooley, attorney, Chicago. Mr. Dooley discussed 
medical problems in preparing and trying a case, from the point of 
view of the lawyer. 

Panel: Hon. Joseph P. Goodenough, Circuit Judge, Covington; Attorneys 
J. Douglas Graham, Campton; Kenneth A. Howe, Pikeville; Robert 
M. Odear, Lexington. Professor Alfred B. McEwen, Moderator. 


“THE Docror SPEAKS TO THE LAWYER” 

Speaker: Dr. Earl D. McBride, Director of the McBride Clinic of Oklahoma 
City. Dr. McBride pointed out the increased frequency of injuries 
in which the medical profession is called upon to determine the 
extent of injury and of permanent disability and suggested scien- 
tific bases for evaluating the per cent of disability, based largely on 
the standards set out in his book, Disability Evaluation. 

Panel: Drs. Ralph J. Angelucci, Lexington; Ralph G. Carothers, Cincin- 
nati; J. Duffy Hancock, Louisville; Owen B. Murphy, Lexington. 
Dr. J. Farra Van Meter, Lexington, Moderator. 

A mock trial to illustrate problems of the lawyer and the doctor in the 
courtroom was held at the Fayette County Courthouse on the evening of the 
28th. United States District Judge H. Church Ford presided, and attorneys 
participating included John Y. Brown, Lexington; James A. Dooley, Chicago; 
Robert P. Hobson, Louisville; and James Park, Lexington. Drs. Marion G. 
Brown and Rothrock Miller, Lexington, served as medical witnesses. 

The University of Kentucky College of Law has secured reprints of 
Disability Evaluation, an article by Dr. Earl D. McBride of Oklahoma City, 
Oklahoma, who was one of the principal speakers at the Institute. Copies of 
this article, which originally appeared in The Journal of the Internationa! Col- 
lege of Surgeons (Volume XXIV, No. 3), have been mailed to those who en- 
rolled in the Institute. If anyone so enrolled fails to receive a copy of the re- 
print, he can obtain one by writing the Office of the Dean, University of Ken- 
tucky College of Law, Lexington. 
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KENTUCKY STATE BAR JOURNAL 
Corrections 
Your Editor takes this 
opportunity to correct cer- 
al tain errors and omissions 
a from the December issue 
of of the JournaL. The pic- 
" ture at right shows Mary 
ios Louise Foust with Gov- 
enor Chandler. Miss 
Foust, a member of our As- 
- sociation and also a Certi- 
7 fied Public Accountant, is 
“ch the first woman elected to 
~ the office of Auditor of 
a Public Accounts. Miss 
, Foust’s name was erron- 
le eously omitted from the 
“Lawyers Elected to Public 
-_ Office,” in the last issue of 
the JouRNAL. 
ond Mr. Charles C. McConnell was shown at 136 Breckinridge Lane, St. Mat- 
t of thews, Kentucky. Mr. McConnell is now with the firm of Fisher, McConnell 
& Alvey, 410 Republic Building, Louisville, Kentucky. 
cys The names of Mr. Charles P. Sutt, Sr., and Mr. Charles P. Sutt, Jr., 2129 
- Speed Avenue, Louisville, Kentucky, were erroneously omitted. 
, Mr. George Lawrence Parsons, Millard, Kentucky, should have been 
was reflected in Pike County instead of Perry County. 
ries Hon. Claud P. Stephens was erroneously listed as an attorney at Lexington, 
the Kentucky. Mr. Stephens is practicing in Prestonsburg, Kentucky. 
ien- . 
a Mr. Matt T. Blackard was erroneously omitted from the Woodford 
County Bar. 
cin- 
ton. 
the 
the 
aeys Louisville Bar Officers 
ago: 
|G. Commonwealth’s Attorney A. Scott Hamilton has been elected president 
of the Louisville Bar Association without opposition. 
$0 
‘ity, Mr. Hamilton succeeds Raymond C. Stephenson. A. Walter Redmon, 
s of retiring second vice-president, was moved up to first vice-president. Robert 
Col- f Sloss was the retiring first vice-president. 
; ro : Robert T. Burke, Jr., was named second vice-president, and E. Preston 
a, an Young succeeded Albert Reutlinger as secretary. James H. Frazee, treasurer, 
was re-elected. 
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Expensive.. 


The most Expensive “KRS” is a 
Cheap one that is incomplete . . . 
has no Case Notes and makes 
research difficult . . . and one 

_ that is NOT Always to date. 


Eeonomieal.. 


BALDWIN'S “KRS” is complete... 
accurate . . . authoritative, 

with Case Notes by Dean A. C. 
Russell—under the sections to 
which they belong .. . 

AND ... it is ALWAYS to date! 


BALDWIN’S “KRS” ANNOTATED 


is the result of 


50 YEARS of 
KENTUCKY STATUTES SERVICE 


=== 


Write for detail's today 
BANKS -BALDWIN LAW PUBLISHING COMPANY 


America’s Oldest Law Publishing House—Est. 1804 
CLEVELAND 
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Your Editor takes this opportunity 
to remind you that this publication is 
your JouRNAL. In editing the JouRNAL 
we exercise our best efforts to publish 
those articles which we feel will have 
a maximum appeal and bring to you 
all available information pertaining to 
activities in the profession. 


Perhaps your Editor is slightly 
prejudiced, but we hold the opinion 
that the journal of any professional 
organization is in a sense a bellwether 
of the association itself. If an asso- 
ciation is strong and militant, or weak 
and servile, it will be reflected in its 
official publication. 


It’s Your Journal 


In light of the above, we invite the 
comments, suggestions, and criticisms 
of the membership on the material in 
the JouRNAL. 


We invite contribution of timely 
and well prepared articles. 


Specifically, we invite letters to the 
Editor offering suggestions and voic- 
ing opinions. If a sufficient number 
of such letters are received, it is in 
your Editor’s contemplation to estab- 
lish a “Letters to the Editor” or some 
such new section. 


It all depends on you! 





Greater Unification Through Stronger 
Annual Conventions 


If the lawyers of our state should 
ever achieve any substantial measure 
of unity and be able to act collectively 
toward any given end the things 
which could be accomplished are 
practically unlimited. 

In previous issues we have sug- 
gested some reasons why unification 
is difficult. 

This issue of your JouRNAL contains 
the program for the next annual con- 





vention. It is an excellent program, 
well planned, informative, and edu- 
cational. It will be a time when our 
lawyers and judges will come together 
in an atmosphere of fellowship, free 
from our daily roles as advocates. 


The unity of our association will be 
strengthened if the convention is well 
attended. It will only be well 
attended if you attend. 
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Consideration for Witnesses 


Under the best of circumstances an 
appearance in court to the layman is 
an experience viewed with apprehen- 
sion whether he be a party litigant or 
a witness. With this mental dis- 
quietude the individual is injected 
into the average courthouse which 
contains nothing to quiet his state of 
mind nor to bring him a feeling of 
ease in his sityation or of confidence 
in the law. lf he be a witness he 
frequently finds himself relegated to 
a dark, dirty hallway in which he may 
(and sometimes may not) find an 
uncomfortable broken bench on which 
he may sit to ponder the sorry situ- 
ation which has brought about his 
discomfort — mental and _ physical. 
Small wonder that such conditions 
produce thoughts uncomplimentary to 
the whole system of law. To turn the 
sword still further in the wound we 
find cases where the victim is com- 
pelled to pass days in these surround- 
ings by virtue of the lack of consider- 
ation of the party calling him to wit- 
ness. Here our brothers of the 
medical profession shout loudly and 
with complete justification. When we 
must practice the surgery of our pro- 
fession should it not be done in an 
atmosphere that imparts confidence 
and respect to the participants? The 
bench and bar have a captive audi- 
ence which could be a fertile field in 
which to sow these seeds were the 
ground only prepared for their recep- 
tion. It might be well for the bar to 
consider an active programme to pro- 
mote the comfort and convenience of 
our court attendants to the end that 
we supplant a dismal and antagonistic 
memory with one harboring, perhaps 
not pleasure, but at least one of ad- 
miration and respect for the treatment 
received, 





Bar Association 
Activities 
(Continued from page 62) 


Regional Convention of 
American Society of 
International Law at 


Columbus, Ohio 

The fiftieth anniversary of the 
founding of the American Society of 
International Law is being celebrated 
this year by regional meetings 
throughout the United States. 

The meeting for the States of Indi- 
ana, Kentucky, Ohio, Tennessee, and 
West Virginia will be held on the 
Campus of the Ohio State University 
on April 7, 1956, starting at 9:30 A.M. 
and running through the afternoon. 
All lawyers interested in international 
law are invited. 

Further information may be ob- 
tained from Dean Frank R. Strong, 
College of Law, University of Ohio, 
Columbus 10,. Ohio. 





Between them, the two Kennedy 
brothers have practiced law in Ken- 
tucky for more than a century! Judge 
H. C. Kennedy, 84, Somerset, and 
J. M. Kennedy, 82, of Monticello, 
never attended law school. They 
educated themselves in the legal pro- 
fession by reading law books in the 
offices of Monticello attorneys until 
they felt themselves prepared to un- 
dergo the examination given them by 
two lawyers appointed as examiners 
by the Circuit Judge. Judge H. C. 
Kennedy is well known throughout 
Kentucky because of a _ book he 
authored and due to his hundreds of 
letters published in the Courier-Jour- 
nal’s Point of View column. 

Judge Kennedy’s book, “A Dam- 
phool in the Kentucky Legislature,” 
which he wrote about 40 years ago, 
still makes for good reading, especial- 
ly when the State General Assembly 
is in session. 
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As a Kentucky attorney you 
recommend title insurance to 
i- your client, owner or lender, for 
his PROTECTION. When you 
ty recommend Louisville Title In- 
surance you get a very special 
al service in delivering that PRO- 
TECTION. 





0. From our home office in 
Louisville and with an expert 





ly knowledge of our home state, 

n- we offer approved attorneys in 

- Kentucky an unsurpassed 

0, service of accuracy and speed. 

7 “Louisville Title” is recognized 

he as one of the nation’s leading 

til title insurance companies. All 

vi large corporate investors in 

. mortgage loans know of our 

ut 
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thoroughness, stability and rep- 
utation. 


We insure titles through 
Approved Attorneys all over 
Kentucky. You should join the 
constantly growing group of 
Approved Attorneys who, for 
their clients, obtain title insur- 
ance through us. 


. LOUISVILLE TITLE 
? INSURANCE COMPANY 


HOME OFFICE 
KENTUCKY 


LOUISVILLE 1, 
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WHAT ABOUT THE UNIFORM 
COMMERCIAL CODE? 


By ROBERT K. CULLEN 
Commissioner, Court of Appeals 


The words “Uniform Commercial 
Code” have, I believe, at one time or 
another been heard by most of the 
members of the Kentucky Bar. How- 
ever, it appears that in the minds of 
many, the words are vaguely asso- 
ciated with some kind of a project still 
in the planning stage that has no 
present significance to the legal pro- 
fession. It is mainly to correct that 
impression, and to spread the word 
that the Code has reached a stage of 
completion warranting the immediate 
attention of lawyers everywhere, that 
this article is written. 

In the December 1955 issue of the 
JournaL, there was a brief item call- 
ing attention to the fact that a special 
committee of the Kentucky Bar Asso- 
ciation has been named to study the 
Uniform Commercial Code and to 
accumulate information about the 
Code for the enlightenment of the 
members of the Bar. It should be 
made clear that the purpose of this 
committee is not to promote adoption 
of the Code in Kentucky, but rather 
to provide information that will en- 
able the lawyers of Kentucky to make 
an intelligent decision as to whether 
they wish to recommend adoption of 
the Code in Kentucky. And as will 
be further developed later, I am 
talking about adoption in 1958—not 
1956. 





Study and Report 


The committee has been in action, 
and feels that it can report progress. 
The eight major parts of the Code 
have been divided among the menm- 
bers of the committee for individual 
study, and as a result of this study 
brief summaries have been prepared 
indicating in a broad, general way 
the major changes the Code would 
make in existing Kentucky Law. 
These summaries are intended to be 
supplemented in the course of further 
study, by a more detailed analysis of 
the changes. Since the detailed study 
will require facilities not available to 
the committee as such, the committee 
has sought the aid of the Legislative 
Research Commission. Through the 
kind cooperation of Lieutenant Cov- 
ernor Harry Lee Waterfield and Sena- 
tor Joe Grace, a resolution was intro- 
duced in the General Assembly 
authorizing and directing the Legisla- 
tive Research Commission to cooper- 
ate with the Bar Association Commit- 
tee in a detailed study of the Code, 
and in the preparation of a report to 
be published by July 1, 1957. 


Action in Other States 
In thus undertaking a careful study 
of the Uniform Commercial Code, 
Kentucky is taking a course of action 
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that is warranted not only by the care 
that went into the preparation and 
drafting of the Code, but by the action 
other states are taking towards the 
Code. The American Law Institute 
and the National Conference of Com- 
missioners on Uniform State Laws de- 
voted more than 11 years of pains- 
taking work to the preparation and 
drafting of the Code, at an expense of 
more than $400,000. The State of 
Pennsylvania, after careful considera- 
tion, enacted the Code in 1954, and 
all reports are that the Code has 
proved to be most satisfactory in 
Pennsylvania. The Code has been 
introduced for enactment in the legis- 
latures of a number of other states, 
and many of these states have pre- 
pared detailed studies of the effect 
the Code would have upon the exist- 
ing law of the state, but because of 
the situation in New York State, which 
I will mention, the other states have 
deferred enactment. 


In New York, it was considered that 
some of the features of the original 
Code, as enacted by Pennsylvania, 
were not wholly acceptable, and the 
Law Revision Commission of New 
York was directed to undertake a 
thorough and comprehensive re-ex- 
amination of the Code. This study 
has been going on for about two 
years, with a number of interim re- 
ports being published. The final re- 
port is expected some time this spring. 
It is anticipated that the report will 
indicate general approval of the Code, 
subject to a number of modifications. 


Because of the study being made 
in New York, it was recommended, at 
the Annual Conference of Commis- 
sioners on Uniform State Laws held 
in Philadelphia in August 1955, that 
other states defer legislative action on 
the Code until the New York report 
had been published and the Confer- 
ence, at its summer meeting in 1956, 
could consider and act upon any 


changes recommended by New York. 
However, it was strongly urged that 
other states carry on informational 
programs designed to enable enlight- 
ened and intelligent consideration of 
the Code at future legislative sessions. 

It is the plan of the Commercial 
Code Committee of the Kentucky Bar 
Association, anticipating favorable ac- 
tion on the Code by New York and 
other states following the adoption of 
some modifications in accordance with 
the report of the New York Law Re- 
vision Commission, to arrange for a 
portion of the program at the Anntial 
Meeting of the Kentucky Bar, in 1957, 
to be devoted to a discussion of the 
Code. In the meantime, I will en- 
deavor, in the concluding portion of 
this article, to give a very brief gen- 
eral description of the Code. 


Summary of Code 


In substance, the Uniform Com- 
mercial Code represents a_ revision 
and modernization of the whole field 
of statutory law relating to commer- 
cial transactions. It would supplant 
the present Uniform Acts relating to 
Negotiable Instruments, Sales, Con- 
ditional Sales, Warehouse Receipts, 
Bills of Lading, Stock Transfers, and 
Trust Receipts. In addition, it would 
replace present statutes governing 
Bank Collections, Bulk Sales, Chattel 
Mortgages, Factors’ Liens, Farm Stor- 
age of Grain, and Assignment of Ac- 
counts. The object of the new Code 
is a coordinated, unified system of 
commercial law. 

Generally speaking, the Code is de- 
signed to recognize modern commer- 
cial customs and practices, and to give 
effect to practical intentions of the 
parties, departing from some of the 
traditional fictions and formalities of 
the past. Also, the Code is intended 
to prevent some of the confusion that 
now exists as a result of commercial 
transactions overlapping several of 
the fields cf commercial law now 
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dealt with in separate, uncoordinated 
statutes. 

Aside from formal parts, the Code 
consists of eight major articles. They 
are: (1) Sales; (2) Commercial 
Paper; (3) Bank Deposits and Col- 
lections; (4) Documentary Letters of 
Credit; (5) Bulk Transfers; (6) 
Warehouse Receipts, Bills of Lading, 
and Other Documents of Title; (7) 
Investment Securities; and (8) Se- 
cured Transactions; Sales of Accounts, 
Contract Rights, and Chattel Paper. 
Perhaps the most suitable way of giv- 
ing some indication of the object and 
purpose of each of these articles is by 
quoting from the editorial comments 
accompanying the official draft of the 
Code. 


Sales 


“The arrangement of the present 
Article is in terms of contract for sale 
and the various steps of its perform- 
ance. The legal consequences are 
stated as following directly from the 
contract and action taken under it 
without resorting to the idea of when 
property or title passed or was to pass 
as being the determining factor. The 
purpose is to avoid making practical 
issues between practical men turn 
upon the location of an intangible 
something, the passing of which no 
man can prove by evidence, and to 
substitute for such abstractions proof 
of words and actions of a tangible 
nature.” 


Commercial Paper 


“This Article represents a complete 
revision and modernization of the 
Uniform Negotiable Instruments Law. 
* * * Needless to say, in the 50 odd 
years of the history of that statute, 
there have been vast changes in com- 
mercial practices relating to the han- 
dling of negotiable instruments. The 
need for revision of this important 
statute was felt for some years before 
the present project was undertaken.” 


Bank Deposits and Collections 


“The tremendous number of checks 
handled by banks and the country- 
wide nature of the bank collection 
process require uniformity in the law 
of bank collections. * * * There is 
needed a uniform statement of the 
principle rules of the bank collection 
process with ample provision for flexi- 
bility to meet the needs of the large 
volume handled and the changing 
needs and conditions that are bound 
to come with the years. 

* 2. ¢ 

“This Article adopts many of the 
rules of the American Bankers Asso- 
ciation Code that are still in current 
operation, the principles and rules of 
the Deferred Posting and _ other 
statutes, codifies some rules estab- 
lished by court decisions, and in addi- 
tion states certain patterns and _ pro- 
cedures that exist though not hereto- 
fore covered by statute.” 


Documentary Letters of Credit 


“Letters of credit have been known 
and used for many years, in both 
international and domestic transac- 
tions, and in many forms. But except 
for a few provisions, like Section 135 
of the Negotiable Instruments Law, 
they have not been the subject of 
statutory enactment, and the law 
concerning them has been developed 
in the cases. 

“The time has now come when it 
seems practical and sensible to codify 
a part of the governing law. * ° ° 


Bulk Transfers 


“This Article attempts to simplify 
and make uniform the bulk sales laws 
of the states that adopt this Act 

“e ® © the transactions subject to 
the Article are identified as clearly as 
possible and are limited to those 
which carry the dangers to be guarded 
against, and the sanctions are such as 
to permit honest and solvent buyers 
and sellers to put through transactions 
promptly without undue risk. 
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Warehouse Receipts, Bills of 
Lading and Other Documents 
of Title 


This Article is a consolidation and 
revision of the Uniform Warehouse 
Receipts Act and the Uniform Bill of 
Lading Act, and embraces also the 
provisions of the Uniform Sales Act 
relating to negotiation of documents 
of title. 

“The only substantial omissions of 
material covered in the previous 
uniform acts are the criminal pro- 
visions. * * *” 


Investment Securities 


“The present Article deals with 
bearer bonds, formerly covered by the 
Uniform Negotiable Instruments Law, 
and with registered bonds, not pre- 
viously covered by any Uniform Law. 
It also covers certificates of stock, 
formerly provided for by the Uniform 
Stock Transfer Act, and additional 
types of investment paper not now 
covered by any Uniform Act. 


“The Article is neither a Blue Sky 
Law nor a corporation code. It may 
be likened rather to a negotiable 
instruments law dealing with secur- 
a 


Secured Transactions: Sales of 
Accounts, Contract Rights, and 
Chattel Paper 


“This Article sets out a comprehen- 
sive scheme for the regulation of 
security interests in personal property. 
It supersedes not only the Uniform 
Trust Receipts Act and the Uniform 
Conditional Sales Act, but also exist- 
ing state legislation dealing with 
chattel mortgages, factor’s liens, and 
assignments of accounts receivable. 


eee 


“The aim of this Article is to pro- 
vide a simple and unified structure 
within which the immense variety of 


present-day secured financial transac- 
tions can go forward with less cost 
and with greater certainty.” 


The Uniform Commercial Code 
warrants the attention of the lawyers 
of Kentucky during the next two 
years. 





Criminal Procedures Study 


The first field survey in an un- 
precedented study of the administra- 
tion of criminal justice in the United 
States began on Monday, February 
6, 1956, in Wisconsin. This is the 
initial state “pilot” study of a pro- 
jected nation-wide survey of criminal 
law enforcement procedures, spon- 
sored by the American Bar Founda- 
tion. 

The survey is to be an objective 
study of existing procedures in crim- 
inal law enforcement—local, state, and 
federal—looking toward their ultimate 
improvement, from the commission of 
crime through arrests, prosecution, 
sentencing, probation, and parole, but 
will not deal with causes of crime. It 
is being financed by a grant from the 
Ford Foundation; The American Bar 
Foundation, which is supervising the 
study, is a non-profit organization de- 
voted to legal research. 


E. Smythe Gambrell, Atlanta, Ga., 
president of the A.B.A. Foundation, 
emphasized that the study is to be 
completely objective and in no sense 
an “expose.” 

Organizations which have pledged 
their co-operation in carrying out the 
research program in Wisconsin in- 
clude the Wisconsin Sheriff's and 


Deputy Sheriff's Association, the Wis- 
consin and Milwaukee County Bar 
Associations. 















THE W. H. ANDERSON COMPANY 


Law Book Publishers of Cincinnati 


ARE PLEASED TO ANNOUNCE THAT 


THEY HAVE BEEN DESIGNATED BY 


CALLAGHAN & COMPANY 


Law Publishers of Chicago 


AS EXCLUSIVE DISTRIBUTORS OF ALL’ CALLAGHAN PUBLICATIONS 


IN THE STATE OF 


KENTUCKY 


REPRESENTATIVE ANDERSON AND CALLAGHAN PUBLICATIONS 


ANDERSON 
BEUTEL’S BRANNAN: NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 
LAW 
CLARK, LAW OF RECEIVERS, WITH FORMS 


HEWITT’S INDEX-DIGEST (NATIONAL RAILROAD 
ADJUSTMENT BOARD) 


McDERMOTT’S LAND TITLES AND LAND LAW 
OHLINGER’S FEDERAL PRACTICE, WITH FORMS 
PAGE, LAW OF WILLS, WITH FORMS 

STEARNS, LAW OF SURETYSHIP 

THORNTON, LAW OF OIL AND GAS 


TOULMIN’S ANTI-TRUST LAWS OF THE UNITED 
STATES 


TOULMIN’S HANDBOOK OF PATENTS 


CALLAGHAN 

CALLMANN, LAW OF UNFAIR COMPETITION 
AND TRADE-MARKS 

FEDERAL RULES SERVICE (FISCHER AND WILLIS 
FLETCHER, CYCLOPEDIA OF CORPORATIONS 
GOLDSTEIN, MEDICAL TRIAL TECHNIQUE 
GOLDSTEIN, TRIAL TECHNIQUE 
MALOY, LEGAL ANATOMY AND SURGERY 
MERTENS, LAW OF FEDERAL INCOME TAXATION 
NADLER, LAW OF BANKRUPTCY 


NEGLIGENCE AND COMPENSATION CASES AN 
NOTATED 


NELSON, DIVORCE AND ANNULMENT 
NICHOLS, CYCLOPEDIA OF LEGAL FORM 


ALSO LOCAL PRACTICE BOOKS FOR KENTUCKY: 


STANLEY’S INSTRUCTIONS TO JURIES 
CALDWELL’S KENTUCKY FORM BOOK 


CALDWELL’S NOTES TO KENTUCKY REPORTS 
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THE CHANGED ORDER OF THE 


CLIENT-LAWYER RELATIONSHIP 


By MORRIS 


In considering the problems of law 
office management, attention ought 
first to be given to the basic purpose 
of the law firm organization—how best 
to serve your clients. 

Obviously each practitioner’s views 
and solutions will be the result of his 
particular experience, the types of 
clients, and the fields of his own legal 
activity. The viewpoints here ex- 
pressed are those of a “corporate 
lawyer” practicing in a large metro- 

litan area. The quotes were de- 
iberate since I have always resented 
the expression “corporation lawyer’; 
somehow it sounds like a man lifting 
himself by his own boot straps. The 
corporate lawyer in a business enter- 
prise works with its chief officers and 
directors, he is interested in all aspects 
of the company’s activities from tax, 
securities, and labor matters to the 
normal personal and domestic prob- 
lems of the employees. He is, in fact, 
a general practitioner. In my own 
nomenclature, the title “general prac- 
titioner” is the highest accolade of 
legal practice. 

The following observations and re- 
flections will be on a rather broad 
basis and will deal with the phil- 
osophical dimension of client relation- 
ships rather than with the mechanics 
of office management. 


Causes of Change 


My principal theme is that the legal 
profession has failed to take proper 
note of the changes which have de- 
veloped in relationships with clients, 
particularly during the past quarter of 
a century. Before exploring the his- 


* Of Crowell and Leibman, Chicago. 


|. LEIBMAN* 


torical basis for this conclusion, I 
would like to suggest that the lawyer's 
role can no longer be the passive one 
of the past, but must assume a new 
and dynamic aspect. Before 1930, a 
client's contacts with a lawyer were 
generally episodic, disconnected, and 
isolated. In the past, the relationship 
between client and lawyer was readily 
identifiable by both and, therefore, 
the character of their communication, 
their respect and even such matters as 
fees were governed by accepted 
traditions. In wide areas in the legal 
field this is no longer true. 


History has changed this relation- 
ship so that in many instances these 
characteristics no longer have validity. 
One aspect of this historical develop- 
ment was the enactment of many 
statutes imposing detailed regulations 
on business activity. For example, 
the Wagner Act, Taft-Hartley Act, 
Fair Labor Standards Act, Walsh- 
Healy Act, the expanding reach of the 
tax laws, the securities laws, the Food, 
Drug & Cosmetic Act, and the Rob- 
inson-Patman Act have all surrounded 
business with new legal environments. 
Today, business decisions require 
legal decisions. More businesses are 
now affected by more laws. The 
growth of communications, the devel- 
opment of television and radio, the 
hard road and the automobile have 
been largely responsible for the de- 
velopment of chain stores and the 
“nationalization” of what were former- 
ly local enterprises. Along with this 
came big labor and more businessmen 
were then confronted with union 
problems. 
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This dual development of more 
laws affecting more industries reached 
its greatest height during the Second 
World War. We should remind our- 
selves that during that time a_ busi- 
nessman could do none of the follow- 
ing acts without making a _ legal 
decision at each step: hire an em- 
ployee, fire an employee, lower a 
salary, raise a salary, order materials, 
price a product, or establish discounts. 
He practiced law for the duration of 
the War. 


New Relationship 


The new concept of the relationship 
between our profession and business 
is that it is no longer incidental, but 
continuous. We are not dealing with 
individual threads, but with a fabric. 
Problems encountered fail to fall into 
convenient niches entitled “busi- 
ness’ and “law.” They partake of 
each and the line of demarcation, if it 
exists at all, is fuzzy and impossible of 
clear deliniation. Even if purely legal 
problems can be segregated, the diffi- 
cult ones are in the twilight area. 
They are problems which may not 
reach the Supreme Court for 10 to 20 
years and then will be decided by a 
5 to 4 vote. The client must mean- 
while continue to take affirmative 
action. 

The real question is: have we as 
lawyers recognized this new climate 
in the world in which we live and 
work? Have we changed our operat- 
ing methods and techniques to meet 
the altered conditions? It is my con- 
tention that in this new client relation- 
ship it is impossible to sort out the 
specific threads. The fabric that ties 
us includes the threads of lawyer, 
businessman, counsellor, educator and 
psychologist. In fact, it turns out to 
be a continuing and broadening belt. 
The lawyer today is a social scientist, 
an economist, a legislator, a historian, 
and a philosopher. If these observa- 


tions seem immodest, ask yourself 
where and how the client is going to 





obtain better advice in these inter- 
woven areas. Let us recognize that 
counselling is the lawyer's highest 
function and counselling requires a 
deep perspective and broad frame of 
reference. Remember, in Russia |aw- 
yers are unnecessary—to America and 
our way of life, we are indispensible. 

The businessman is now surrounded 
by laws, he is forced to make constant 
legal decisions, in effect he is an 
actively practicing lawyer with no 
formal training. He needs faster de- 
cisions, better decisions, group co- 
operation of specialized talents in de- 
cision making, better communication, 
improved and broader service and 
more education in the law and his 
relationship with the lawyer.  Cer- 
tainly there is nothing inconsistent 
between the highest professional 
standards and the highest efficiency 
and effectiveness in our service. 


Lawyers Default 


What have we done to help the 
entrepreneur and ourselves in these 
new circumstances? Let us examine 
the legal department. I suggest that 
the growth of the corporate legal 
department is the result of our own 
inadequacies and inefficiencies, that it 
came about not because the client 
wanted it that way, but because we 
forced him to it; we gave him no other 
choice. Remember, every corporate 
legal department means a large cor- 
porate client has been lost by a law 
firm. This is one of the results of our 
failure to recognize the changed rela- 
tionship and the changed needs of the 
corporation. 


I suggest too, that our failure to 
recognize the developments oi the 
past has led to the demise of the gen- 
eral practitioner. He has failed to 
keep up with the times and one «spect 
of this is that non-lawyers are operat- 
ing in fields which ‘were traditionally 
reserved for lawyers. But I submit 
that this phenomena is not so much a 
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case of usurpation by non-lawyers as 
it is a case of default by lawyers. It 
may be heresy to state that in chal- 
lenging the accountant in the tax field 
we are merely reflecting our failure to 
tackle the basic task. I have never 
known of a lawyer who really liked to 
do tax work being troubled about the 
competition of the accountant. It was 
a shock to me to find that in England, 
where the distinction is so sharply 
drawn between the barrister and the 
solicitor, most of the corporate legal 
activities which are taken for granted 
as within the sphere of the general 
counsel, are handled by chartered 
accountants. I am convinced this re- 
sulted from the failure of the solicitor 
to fulfill his proper role. Similarly the 
lawyer's failure is reflected in our 
struggles with the title companies. It 
may be more heresy to say that a title 
insurance policy is often a more prac- 
tical solution for our client’s problem 
than a lawyer’s opinion. If we are to 
adjust to modern conditions we must 
take on new attitudes. We will have 
to cease resenting any slight invasion 
into our traditional spheres. We 
should not be afraid of giving up an 
inch to gain a yard. The fearful, nar- 
row, and inadequate professional man 
who is jealously guarding his pre- 
serves, is not attuned to the problem 
or its solutions. He has regressed to 
a defensive role and if we are to 
gain the client's respect we must 
drop these medieval alchemist’s ap- 
proaches. We must conduct ourselves 
so as not only to gain his confidence 
in our ability to assist him in the 
solution of his particular problems but 
also to gain his respect for our per- 
spective and for our conscience, our 
sense of justice, and social responsi- 
bility. 


Specialization? 

This failure of the lawyers to keep 
up with the times has also led to over- 
specializ: ition, But this is mistaking 
the thread for the whole fabric. What 
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“wonder drug” is 


s regarded as a 
actually a confession of our failure to 


_: 


serve the whole client. Too many of 
us have become like the doctors—left 
nostril specialists — treating localized 
areas rather than the entire corporate 
body. 

Frequently, our failure to fulfill our 
proper roles is evidenced by the ac- 
cusation that lawyers are procrastina- 
tors. We may deserve this criticism 
in the light of the notorious delays in 
litigation and our willingness to ac- 
cept them. But a more serious defect 
is indicated when it is said we make 
mountains out of molehills. This 
comes from our refusal to apply.a 
practical sense of proportion in the 
solution of legal problems in the 
twilight areas referred to above. 
These criticisms of our profession 
have sometimes been voiced in one 
question “why hasn't your profession 
maintained the standing of the med- 
ical profession?” A cynical answer is 
that possibly we have been too much 
like some doctors in over-emphasizing 
specialization. 

It may be overlooked that as a re- 
sult of these new developments, the 
initiative has been placed in the 
client’s hands and that he won't ac- 
cept it. He can’t afford to say that all 
decisions are now legal and that he 
cannot make a business decision with- 
out calling his lawyer, or having the 
lawyer on his lap. Therefore, we 
must develop skills. for converting a 
client’s initiative into a client's action 
so that we can fulfill our responsibil- 
ities without running the business. 
We must develop relationships and 
attitudes in climates of mutual re- 
spect. We must also do a superior 
job of solving legal problems and we 
must be more interested in the clinical 
treatment than in operative proced- 
ures. Like the proverbial Chinese 
doctor, we should try to prevent ill- 
ness rather than wait to effect a cure. 
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Client Training 


A necessary step, which perhaps 
may be shocking to many, is to edu- 
cate the client in self-help methods 
and techniques so that he can solve 
routine legal problems, act as an aid 
to the lawyer and thereby increase the 
value of our services to him. In many 
fields of law it is essential that the 
client be aware of and have skills in 
handling day to day legal problems in 
order to carry on his business. Since 
he is an active practitioner in routine 
matiers, he should aid us by spotting 
problems, but we should be his teach- 
er and guide so that he can be a 
better practitioner in routine but 
necessary legal decisions. We must 
help him define for himself the rela- 
tionship and to find his role and our 
role in that relationship. We must 
help him so that he will learn to find 
“the glory road”—to be sophisticated 
enough to understand the majesty and 
importance of law in his career and 
seek our advice on the really impor- 
tant problems which heretofore were 
unrecognized, and therefore unde- 
fined and unsolved. 


Self Appraisal 


We now touch on the matter of 
mechanics. From a pure economic 
viewpoint, time is our only product or 
pace a pe compare our efficien- 
cy with that of the corporate client, 
whether it be in how the files are kept 
or what mechanical facilities are used. 
Today most law offices work on a 5- 
day week. For one firm that I know 
of this seeming efficiency means work- 
ing 5 days a week, but from 9:00 
A.M. to 9:00 P.M. each day. We 
should approach the question of 
hours, mechanical aids, office routines, 
personnel relationships, and fee de- 
terminations with the attitudes which 
we have been discussing. 

With respect to our own offices, we 
have to build a climate for maximum 
production and maximum activity. 
Our lawyers have to learn to under- 





stand the client and what he is trying 
to say. We have to interpret with 
knowledge of the world in which the 
client is living. This means more and 
broader training for young lawyers, 
Let me emphasize that training in a 
legal sense comes first, but we should 
simultaneously be training the young 
lawyers to the new dimensions of the 
day. It means developing our men as 
general counsellors with skills to de- 
tect legal problems and work out 
techniques for prompt group solution. 
It means prompt service whether it be 
answering the mail the same day, 
returning calls or all the other impor- 
tant courtesies of protocol required by 
present relationships. It means an 
emphasis on our role as an added, 
integrated, but anonymous, depart- 
ment of the corporation and a de- 
emphasis on the lawyer's technical 
personality and the pseudo-profes- 
sional trappings. It means an em- 
phasis on achieving results and a de- 
emphasis on claiming credit for them. 
It means developing new methods for 
discussing and settling fees so that the 
dollar and cents aspects do not impair 
the relationship. 

As to conferences with the client, it 
frequently means going to his office. 
Don't consider this a waste of time or 
demeaning of your status. Group de- 
cisions are the order of the day in 
business and you can accomplish more 
by meeting with a group of corporate 
executives in their offices where the 
records and other documents are 
available than by requiring them to 
come to your office. In the time it 
takes to set up a meeting in your 
office you can frequently accomplish 
the entire task by walking over and 
holding the meeting on the client's 
premises. Their respect for you will 
grow as your understanding of their 

roblems grows and as they compre- 
hend the efficiency of your methods. 
Also, you will gain great insig}it into 
the atmosphere of your client's group 
at work. In this new relationship you 
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should take the sition that legal 
fees should not 4 divided among 
departments, but rather that they 
should be treated as overhead items; 
that all of the client’s personnel are 
free to use your services for company 
business. You should seek to integrate 
your staff with the client's staff on all 
echelons. I hope that someday a 
paper will be written on how this 
maximizing of service provides an 
extra communication system for the 
corporation itself by establishing ad- 
ditional observation posts by men 
trained to look at the whole corporate 
picture, how it develops and broadens 
the executives themselves, and how it 
develops the lawyer into a trained 
trouble shooter for crises as well as a 
general counsel who can minimize 
these occurrences by knowledgeable 
policy guidance. 

We have indicated the problems 
and a possible new perspective. We 
should devote time and money to real 
study and research of this new rela- 
tionship and how it affects such things 
as: (a) productivity, (b) the climate 
of our offices, (c) fee standards, (d) 
client education, (e) the education of 
our legal staff, (f) the organization of 
law firms, (g) the absorption of mas- 
sive amounts of current legal mate- 
rials and the continuing education of 
ourselves as lawyers, and (h) our 
development in all the social and 
economic fields which surround and 
are part of the law. 


Conclusion 


In conclusion, I cannot help but feel 
that the greatest days of legal practice 
are still ahead of us. The creative 
opportunities of the future are far 
beyond any we have ever experienced 
in the past. In the years ahead, we 
have a chance to gain our greatest 
respect from our clients and, there- 
fore, the public. The client’s growing 


needs are here. Each of us has to 
develop a breadth of vision and depth 
of perspective geared to these new 
and growing opportunities. The chal- 
lenge is to every individual practition- 
er that by improved training, broader 
experience, keener insight and under- 
standing the services that he can per- 
form for his client will be better 
understood and more meaningful. If 
we can serve our clients on such a 
superior level of general counselling, 
then recognition and respect for the 
law and the lawyer is certain. 


Reprinted from February, 1955, 
Illinois Bar Journal Supplement. 





Dean A. C. Russell, of the University 
of Louisville School of Law, speaking 
before a recent meeting of the Ken- 
tucky Commonwealth Attorneys Asso- 
ciation, called for bringing the State’s 
Criminal Code up to date. Dean Rus- 
sell suggested the code as enacted in 
1854 has been neglected, adding: 


“This neglect is tantamount to 
agreeing that persons interested in 
law enforcement have not had a new 
thought since 1854.” 


William Wise, Commonwealth’s At- 
torney from Newport, recommended 
that the Association present a bill to 
the Legislature to revise and bring up 
to date the Criminal Code. 


Dean Russell said the future of such 
a bill hinged upon the Association’s 
notification of the Court of Appeals. 
“Legislators will be much more prone 
to consider a Criminal Code revision 
bill that has the endorsement of the 
Court of Appeals,” he said. 


Association President Paul H. Mans- 
field, Commonwealth's Attorney from 
Lexington, appointed Wise Chairman 
of a Committee to draw up the bill. 








HOW TO AVOID THE ABORTIVE APPEAL 


By WATSON CLAY 
Commissioner, Court of Appeals 


There are perhaps no sadder words 
than “Appeal Dismissed.” As they 
seep into the lawyer’s soul, he experi- 
ences a strange sense of frustration. 
Only with difficulty and deft ingenu- 
ity is the phrase explained to the 
client. Yet so often this disheartening 
order could be avoided by the exer- 
cise of the slightest degree of care. 

I may say the Court of Appeals, 
which has been known to have tender 
sympathies, dislikes to use those 
words. In substance they tell the 
lawyer and his client: “You thought 
you were here—but ’taint so!” Coun- 
sel has peeked in the door of the 
appellate court, but has been unable 
to get a foot or a foothold inside. This 
calamity is not only unfortunate, it is 
unnecessary. And bear in mind that 
you do not get a second whack at an 
appeal, as you could in the good old 
days. 

Briefly I would like to discuss two 
seeming pitfalls in the appealing 
process which unfortunately claim 
entirely too many victims. They are: 
(1) The motion for appeal, and (2) 
the jurisdictional amount. 

The use of the word “pitfall” is 
really inaccurate. There is nothing 
hidden or misleading with respect to 
the procedure for perfecting appeals. 
The requirements are right there in 
the statutes and the Civil Rules. 
Perhaps “Johnny Can't Read,” but 
certainly we lawyers can. 

For our present purposes three 
statutes, covering less than a page in 
the Kentucky Revised Statutes, are 
involved: KRS 21.060, 21.070, and 
21.080. They are of vital significance 
to any lawyer who proposes to take 
an appeal to the Court of Appeals. 


You will recall that in 1952 the 
legislature amended KRS 21.060, fix. 
ing the appellate civil jurisdiction of 
the Court of Appeals. In that same 
year KRS 21.080, requiring in certain 
cases a motion for appeal, was also 
amended. Strangely, and by many 
long since forgotten, KRS 21.070, 
which provides for fixing in the judg- 
ment the value in controversy, has 
been in effect for 40 years. It seems 
to be one of the most neglected 
statutes in the books. 

Insofar as pertinent here, the 1952 
amendment of KRS 21.060 accom- 
plished two prime objectives: (1) It 
denied the Court of Appeals jurisdic- 
tion of appeals from judgments in all 
cases where the value of the amount 
or thing in controversy (exclusive of 
interest and costs) was less than $200, 
whether such judgments were for the 
recovery of money or personal prop- 
erty or for something else, and (2) it 
authorized the Court of Appeals to 
grant an appeal if the value in con- 
troversy was as much as $200 and less 
than $2,500. This second objective 
was implemented by the amendment 
of KRS 21.080, enabling the Court of 
Appeals to grant such an appeal upon 
motion, and further providing that no 
opinion need be written if the motion 
for appeal is overruled. 

At this point it may be well to note 
that cases involving less than $2,500 
are given exactly the same treatment 
and consideration as other appealed 
cases. There are no first- or second- 
class appeals in the Court of Appeals 
It is true that in form, if a judgment 
involving less than $2,500 is to be 
affirmed, “the motion for appeal is 
overruled,” indicating to the uniniti- 
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ated that the merits of the appeal 
have not been fully considered. If 
that is your impression, it is clearly 
erroieous. 


‘he misleading form of the order 
affirming (which is required by KRS 
21.080) reminds me of some of the 
stanzas in a poem, “The Law Office,” 
by Helen Kuchta: 


“\ LAW OFFICE was a place, the 
new girl learned, 

Where attorneys MOTIONED and 
clients WAIVED 

Where a stenographer’s salary was 
really earned 

Where clients SWORE and attor- 
neys PRAYED 


“Where an INSTRUMENT was not 
made of metal 

And SUE did not suggest a lass 

Where nothing could be REND- 
ERED in a kettle 

Nor DISSOLVED in a water glass 


“Where a BAR did not refer to a 
tavern 

Nor BENCH to a seat in the park 

Where paper requirements could 
line a cavern 

About the size of Noah’s Ark 


“Where PANEL did not refer to a 
curtain 

And a SEIZURE was not a fit 

Where an attorney was never cer- 
tain 

Whether to use ‘the same’ or ‘it.’” 


Let me reiterate. On a motion for 
appeal in cases involving less than 
$2,500, when that motion is passed 
upon the litigant has already had his 
appeal. Opinions are not required in 
such cases, though sometimes they are 
written. As a general rule, unless a 
principle of unusual interest is in- 
volved, opinions in such cases would 
serve no useful purpose. It has been 
wisely said: The successful party 
would be satisfied with almost any 
type of opinion; whereas, the unsuc- 


cessful party would not be satisfied 
however much was written. 

The important thing to bear in 
mind regarding appeals involving less 
than $2,500 is that you must give the 
Court of Appeals an opportunity to 
pass upon your motion. Strange as it 
may seem, the Court may not do so 
unless such motion is made. The mo- 
tion is not a matter of whimsy—it is 
required by the statute. 


Prior to the 1952 amendment of 
KRS 21.080, the Court of Appeals had 
already decided that the motion for 
appeal was necessary to confer appel- 
late jurisdiction. Simpson v. Hal- 
comb, 305 Ky. 849, 205 S.W. 2d 352; 
Associates Discount Corp. v. Broyles, 
Ky. 1952, 249 S.W. 2d 26. After the 
1952 amendment, the jurisdictional 
aspect of the motion was again recog- 
nized. Shelly v. Votaw, Ky. 1954, 272 
S.W. 2d 462. 

On November 4, 1955, the Court of 
Appeals removed all doubt in the case 
of Davis v. Underwood, Ky. 1955, 283 
S.W. 2d 851. It was there held that in 
the absence of the motion for appeal 
required by KRS 21.080, the Court 
does not have jurisdiction of the 
action and the appeal must be dis- 
missed. As pointed out in that opin- 
ion, not only does the statute require 
the motion, but it is specifically pro- 
vided for in Rule 73.02(3) of the Civil 
Rules and Rule 1.180 of the Rules of 
the Court of Appeals. 


It may, therefore, be said that in all 
cases where the value of the amount 
or thing in controversy is less than 
$2,500, an appeal cannot be perfected 
without filing the motion for appeal 
in the Court of Appeals, and failure to 
do so will result in embarrassing dis- 
missal even in the absence of a motion 
to dismiss made by the opposing 
party. Attention is called to the fact 
that this motion is in the nature of a 
formal notice to the Court of Appeals, 
and it need not be served on adverse 
parties as required of other motions. 
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In all other respects the appeal must 
be taken in the manner of appeals 
as a matter of right. (Civil Rule 
73.02(3)). This, of course, would 
include the filing of the notice of ap- 
peal within the time limit prescribed 
in Civil Rule 73.02(1), which is like- 
wise mandatory and jurisdictional. 
Electric Plant Board of the City of 
Hopkinsville, Kentucky v. Stephens, 
Ky. 1954, 273 S.W. 2d 817. 

The foregoing discussion should 
make clear that the jurisdictional 
amount involved is of vital importance 
in determining: (1) Whether or not 
the Court of Appeals has jurisdiction 
under any circumstances, and (2) 
whether or not a-‘motion for appeal as 
required by KRS 21.080 must be 
“entered” (filed) in the Court of 
Appeals. If the amount or thing in 
controversy is translatable into a 
monetary valuation, the burden is 
upon the appellant to have the record 
show that the required jurisdictional 
amount is involved. Mullins v. Hall, 
Ky. 1954, 273 S.W. 2d 831. 

At this point it may be well to 
quote KRS 21.070: 


“If a judgment does not, when 
construed in connection with the 
pleadings, certainly fix the value of 
the amount or thing in controversy, 
the court shall, upon the request of 
either party, state in the judgment 
the actual value in controversy, and 
this valuation shall be conclusive of 
the amount in controversy for the 


purposes of appeal.” 


By virtue of this statute, the inter- 
ested party has an opportunity to fix 
with certainty the jurisdictional 
amount. Apparently the subsequent 


adding of such a statement in the 
judgment would not be considered as 
altering or amending the judgment so 
as to be subject to the time limitation 
of Civil Rule 59.05. 

In certain ors of cases it may be 
extremely di 


cult, if not impossible, 


to fix with certainty the value of the 


amount or thing in controversy, 
Under proper circumstances the 
Court of Appeals will take jurisdiction 
of an appeal where the amount or 
thing in controversy is not shown if it 
is not translatable into a monetary 
valuation. McLean v. Thurman, Ky. 
1954, 273 S.W. 2d 825. That was a 
suit for a declaration of rights and to 
enjoin the use of a residential lot in 
violation of a deed restriction. The 
exception to the requirement of show- 
ing a sufficient jurisdictional amount 
has also been invoked in a case involv- 
ing an application to increase monthly 
payments for the maintenance of an 
infant child. Stone v. Stone, Ky. 1955, 
275 S.W. 2d 910; Little v. Little, Ky. 
1955, 275 S.W. 2d 588. The Court of 
Appeals has also entertained an ap- 
peal by the Commonwealth in a tax 
suit where the amount involved was 
less than $200. Commonwealth ex 
rel. Allphin v. Sandmann, Ky. 1955, 
280 S.W. 2d 155. 

It should be noted that the nature 
of the proceeding is not controlling, 
and neither declaratory judgment nor 
injunction procedure may be invoked 
to circumvent the jurisdictional 
amount requirement if the actual 
amount or thing in controversy is of 
such a tangible nature that its mone- 
tary valuation reasonably may be 
shown. McLean v. Thurman, Ky. 
1954, 273 S.W. 2d 825. See also New- 
ton v. Citizens’ Bank of Shelbyville, 
251 Ky. 790, 66 S.W. 2d 7; Charos v. 
Jent, 293 Ky. 50, 168 S.W. 2d 334. In 
case of doubt, see to it that a sufficient 
jurisdictional amount is fixed in the 
judgment! 

Almost any lawyer can try a case by 
ear. In taking an appeal, however, he 
should read the rules. They are few 
in number, short in length, and clear 
in meaning. There is really no g 
reason for the abortive appeal. It is 
hoped that the foregoing discussion 
may be of some slight benefit to those 
who might otherwise have fallen. 
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UJ BOOK REVIEW SECTION lJ 





The Committee on Continuing Legal Education, American Law 
Institute, 133 N: 36th St., Philadelphia 4, Pennsylvania, publishes a 
series of practical handbooks on various legal topics, concentrating 


primarily on business law. 


These inexpensive handbooks, which 


deal with various phases of Taxation, Investments, Trial Techniques, 
Business and Commercial Transactions, Labor Law, and similar 
topics are excellently prepared and a worthwhile asset to any 


modern law office. 
handbooks from time to time. 


Lifetime and Testamentary Estate 
Planning; Tweed and Parsons; Com- 
mittee on Continuing Legal Educa- 
tion, A.L.L; 5th Ed. 1955, 133 pp. 


The current edition of this hand- 
book incorporates changes occasioned 
by the Revenue Act of 1954. As in 
other handbooks of the series, pub- 
lished by the American Law Institute 
in collaboration with the American 
Bar Association, there is presented 
practical useful information in easily 
readable form. The first portion of 
this treatise concerns itself with a 
basic discussion of the nature of vari- 
ous interests in property, fundamental 
to any consideration of disposition. 
There follow two separate chapters, 
one dealing with inter vivos, the other 
with testamentary transactions. In 
each case the factors bearing on the 
situation, tax-wise and generally, are 
discussed and appropriate suggestions 
made. The work concludes with forms 
for a will, codicil, and trust instru- 
ment, to which are appended com- 
ments pertaining to each provision of 
the several documents. There is a 
repeated warning throughout that the 
authors intend merely to point out the 
important elements in estate planning, 
some of the pitfalls to be avoided, and 
that both the legal conclusions and 
the forms presented may not be ac- 





Your Editor plans to review various of these 
The first such review follows. 


cepted without careful consideration 
under the laws of the local jurisdiction 
with particular study of the situation 
at hand. For the purpose for which 
designed this pamphlet is admirably 
done and will prove of great assist- 
ance to both the general practitioner 
and those experienced in_ estate 
matters. 


The Challenge of Law Reform, By 
Justice Arthur T. Vanderbilt, Prince- 
ton University Press—Princeton, New 
Jersey. 

In his usual intellectual manner, 
Justice Vanderbilt has, in this 184- 
page book, discussed and suggested 
solutions to most of the problems of 
our present judicial system in the 
United States. 

His discussion on judicial adminis- 
tration is based in large measure on 
the experience New Jersey has had in 
recent years and he leaves no doubt 
as to the value he ascribes to Law 
Centers for the purpose of moderniza- 
tion of our present laws. 


In discussing “Better Judges and 
Jurors,” Judge Vanderbilt criticizes 
the fact that thirty-six of our states 
elect all judges. To emphasize this 
criticism he states: 
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“Judges elected by the people are 
not only unknown in any other 
English speaking Common Law 
country but everywhere else except 
Soviet Russia and its satellites, a 
dubious distinction of which we 
cannot be proud.” 


In urging the American Bar Asso- 
ciation plan for judicial selection, 
adopted by the House of Delegates in 
1937, or some modification thereof, 
Judge Vanderbilt admonishes the 
members of the bar as follows (p. 29- 
30 


(he lawyers of the community 
have daily opportunities to observe 
the character and the professional 
qualifications of their fellow-law- 
yers seeking judicial appointment 
for the first time and of judges 
themselves seeking another term in 
office. The bar is therefore in a 
better position than any other group 
to evaluate a candidate's judicial 
ability. Accordingly, ‘whether 
judges are appointed or elected, the 
members of the organized bar 
manifestly have the clear duty as 
citizens, as well as a professional 
responsibility as lawyers, to advise 
the appointing authority or the 
electorate of their informed and un- 
biased opinion of each candidate's 
fitness. This opportunity has been 
utilized to a certain degree at every 
level of government, but unfortu- 
nately in many instances either 
from inadequate leadership in the 
bar or from lack of courage this 
great opportunity for improving 
judicial selections has not been 
fully employed as it should be. The 
organized bar should urge the 
choice of the best available candi- 
date on the selecting power wheth- 
er the selection is to be made by 
the president or a governor or by 
the legislature or by the people or, 
in those states where the party 
organizations control, by the party 
leaders. This is a function of the 





bar that requires great courage, and 
in a number of states it may even 
be necessary to call outstanding 
laymen to the aid of the bar, since 
in many states the organized bar 
has been slow to sense its responsi- 
bility in this matter.” 





Unauthorized Practice 
of Law 
(Continued from page 62) 


much drinking or he'll go to Hell in 
a hurry. He'll be practicing account- 
ancy and medicine, with preaching on 
the side, not to mention being en- 
joined from trying to enforce the 
speed laws of Purgatory. 

The point is simply that the prepa- 
ration of tax returns is the practice 
of law, it is rendering a service which 
involves legal knowledge and legal 
advice respecting the rights, duties, 
obligations, and liabilities of the tax- 
payer and comes within RCA 3.020. 





Robert G. Low, who retired as Bell 
County Judge in November, has op- 
ened offices for the practice of law in 
Pineville. 


Thomas S$. Dawson, Louisville, was 
reappointed to the board and desig- 
nated chairman. His appointment 
was effective for a three-year term. 





FOR SALE 
REPORTS, DECISIONS, TEXTS 


D. FRED WORTH, Atty. 
FULTON, KENTUCKY 
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PSJNEWS OF THE PROFESSIO 





Compiled by Paul F. Schlaudecker, Louisville 


The new Circuit Judge of the 24th 
Judicial District is W. D. Sparks. He 
succeeds Eldred E. Adams, Louisa. 
Judge Sparks, who just recently com- 
pleted a 4-year term in the Office of 
Commonwealth’s Attorney, had also 
served a term as Lawrence County 
Attorney upon his return from mili- 
tary service during World War II. 

The 24th Judicial District is com- 
posed of Lawrence, Johnson, and 
Martin counties. 


Former Attorney General J. D. 
(Jiggs) Buckman, Jr., will: open a law 
office in Frankfort. He will also retain 
his legal connections in his home city 
of Shepherdsville. 


Jennings Kearby, Fulton attorney, 
who completed his second term as 
State Representative, has been ap- 
pointed as executive secretary to the 
Workmen’s Compensation Board at 
Frankfort. 


E. L. McDonald, Angus W. Mc- 
Donald, W. Van Meter Alford, and 
Calvert T. Roszell will practice as 
McDonald, Alford & Roszell. The 
offices will be located at 801 Security 
Trust Building, 271 W. Short Street, 


Lexington. 


The Kentucky Court of Appeals 
will be presided over by Judge James 
B. Milliken, Cold Springs, who will 
— the mantle of Chief Justice 
rom its present occupant, Judge 
Brady M. Stewart, Peleus. ie 
_ Judge Milliken came to the Court 
in January 1951, after having served 
in the General Assembly, on the 


Workmen’s Compensation Board sev- 
eral years, the Constitution Review 
Commission, and having engaged in 
private practice in both Northern 
Kentucky and Cincinnati. 


William R. Ramey has begun the 
private practice of law at 205 Central 
Bank Building, Lexington. 


Robert H. Allphin, former Commis- 
sioner of Revenue, has entered private 
law practice in Frankfort. Allphin 
has joined former Assistant Attorney 
General Squire N. Williams, Jr., in a 
firm of Allphin & Williams. 


Former Governor Lawrence W. 
Wetherby has been presented two 
new commissions. 

The ex-governor was recently made 
an Admiral of the Nebraska Navy and 
a Colonel in the Confederate Air 
Force, a group “based” at Montgom- 
ery, Alabama. 


Earl F. Martin, Hartford, former 
State Senator, is the new Common- 
wealth’s Attorney for the 38th Dis- 
trict. The 38th includes Muhlenberg, 
Ohio, Butler, and Edmonson counties. 
The new Commonwealth’s Attorney 
succeeds his father, Otto Martin, also 
of Hartford, who resigned for health 
reasons. 


Raymond C. Stephenson, Louisville, 
has been elected to the Board of Bar 
Commissioners for the Fourth Appel- 
late District. Stephenson won os a 
one-vote margin over incumbent J. 
Paul Keith, also of Louisville. 
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James C. Jernigan, Tompkinsville, 
has been named assistant District 
Attorney for the Western Kentucky 
District. Attorney Jernigan was sworn 
in recently for his new position by 
District Judge Henry L. Brooks. This 
office will handle cases for Federal 
Court in Louisville, Owensboro, Pa- 
ducah, and Bowling Green. 


More than 30 of about 42 attorneys 
who were former associates of Ernest 
Woodward paid tribute to this 
long-time lawyer. A. Shelby Winstead 
and Oldham Clarke, two attorneys 
formerly associated with Woodward, 
gave a party in his honor at the Pen- 
dennis Club in Louisville. They 
gathered together the group who got 
their start in Woodward's office. 

Judge Clarence Bartlett was at the 
party as were Judge John R. Moreman 
of the Kentucky Court of Appeals, 
Commonwealth’s Attorney A. Scott 
Hamilton, and State Senator Arthur 
Grafton. 

A mock trial was conducted at 
which Woodward was the defendant. 
He was charged with operating a law 
school without a license. After some 
high-powered legal maneuvering he 
was acquitted. 

Woodward was presented with a 
certificate of appreciation signed by 
the lawyers present. 


H. A. I. Rosenberg, Louisville, was 
restored to the practice of law in 
Kentucky. 


Eight Louisville Naval Reserve 
officers recently were sworn in as 
attorneys before the United States 
Supreme Court and the U. S. Court of 
Military Appeals. They are: Lt. Com. 
Ralph S. Petrilli, Lt. William M. 
Harvin, Lt. Com. Heber E. Johnson, 
Lt. C. H. Richardson, Jr., Lt. John L. 
Cleary, Lt. E. P. Sawyer, Lt. Com. 
Harry F. Poynter, and Lt. Com. 
Henry T. Merritt. 


James B. Lenihan has moved his 
office to 722 Marion E. Taylor Build- 
ing, Louisville, in association with 
Hargadon, Hargadon, and Bennett for 
the general practice of law. 

Ed P. Jackson and Baldwin C. 
Burnam have formed a_ partnership 
for the general practice of law under 
the name of Jackson & Burnam with 
offices at 406 Marion E. Taylor Build- 
ing, Louisville. John A. Diskin will 
be associated with the firm at a later 
date. Mr. Diskin is presently Acting 
Commissioner of the Department of 
Aeronautics. 

Henry A. Triplett is now associated 
with Daniel B. Boone, Sr., in the gen- 
eral practice of law; they will occupy 
new offices at 412 Louisville Trust 
Building, Louisville. 


Earl E. Fowler and Newton C. 
Churchill have formed a partnership 
for the general practice of law and 
are located at 201 Jefferson Federal 
Savings and Loan Association Build- 
ing, 426 W. Jefferson Street, Louis- 
ville. 

Mrs. Laura Miller Derry, Louisville 
attorney, was admitted to practice be- 
fore the United States Court of Mili- 
tary Appeals by Judge George W. 
Latimer. 

She is believed to be the first 
woman from Kentucky admitted to 
the court. She is a graduate of the 
old Jefferson School of Law and a 
former president of the National 
Association of Women Lawyers 


Don Siler Sturgill, Lexington, has 
been appointed legal counsel for the 
Kentucky State Police by Commission- 
er P. A. Widener. The post has been 
vacant. 

Sturgill, an Air Force veteran, was 
graduated last June from the Univer- 
sity of Kentucky College of Law. 


A. Joe Asher, lately of Prince, Asher, 
and Prince, has opened a law ollice at 
1108'% Main Street. 
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Charles H. Deters, Kenton County, 
has become associated with the law 
firm of James A. Dressman, Jr., and 
William R. Dunn, with offices at 302 
Greenup Street, Covington. Mr. 
Deters is also a member of the Ohio 
Bar. 


Wesley Bowen has been named act- 
ing City Solicitor for Covington. Mr. 
Bowen had previously served as an 
assistant City Solicitor and Police 
Court Prosecutor. 


Bert T. Combs has returned to the 
active practice of law in Prestonsburg. 
Mr. Combs has been living in Lexing- 
ton since 1951 when he was appointed 
and subsequently elected a Judge of 
the Court of Appeals. 


Marvin D. Jones, Paintsville, has 
been appointed assistant United 
States Attorney in Eastern Kentucky. 
Attorney Jones is a veteran of two 
years in the Pacific Theatre of Oper- 
ations with the llth Airborne Divi- 
sion. He was recalled to the Service 
in 1950, serving with the 101st Air- 
borne Division until 1952 when he 
became associated with R. B. Harring- 
ton in the firm of Harrington and 
Jones. 


Harold M. Streets, Greenville, has 
been named as an assistant United 
States Attorney for the Western Dis- 
trict of Kentucky. Mr. Streets was 
appointed by Attorney General Her- 
bert Brownell. 


John J. Tribell has announced the 
opening of his law office in Pineville. 
Mr. Tribell is a son of County Judge 
Maurice Tribell. 


Andrew Palmer, Paducah, has been 
named by Governor A. B. Chandler 
as referee of the Workmen’s Compen- 
sation Board for the Western Ken- 
tucky area. Chairman of the com- 
pensation board is Clay Shackelford, 
Richmond attorney. 


A tax forum for attorneys was held 
in the lecture room of the new Louis- 
ville Police Headquarters Building, 
December 19 through 21. The Louis- 
ville Bar Association arranged the 
forum. 


D. Bernard Coughlin, Maysville, 
was elected a member of the Execu- 
tive Committee of the Kentucky Asso- 
ciation of Trial Attorneys. 


Joseph L. Schoepf has become asso- 
ciated with the law firm of Carl H. 
Ebert and Walter J. Burke, 403 Law- 
yers Building, Newport, Kentucky. 


James Rodman Ford, formerly an 
attorney with the Kentucky Depart- 
ment of Revenue, has reopened his 
office in Cwenton, Kentucky. 


Fred G. Francis, Prestonsburg, was 
appointed a member of the Kentucky 
Board of Bar Examiners by the Court 
of Appeals. He will succeed John E. 
Richardson, Glasgow, resigned, effec- 
tive December 31. 


R. Vincent Goodlett, Frankfort, was 
reappointed, to serve as board secre- 
tary. His term is for two years. 


Hon. Lawrence S$. Grauman, Judge 
of Jefferson Circuit Court, 5th Divi- 
sion, is now teaching at the School of 
Law of the University of Louisville. 
The Judge will conduct the course in 
Trial Practice for daytime students. 


Judge Grauman is no stranger to 
the students at the School of Law. 
He was the originator of the Judicial 


‘Assistanceship Program in Jefferson 


County, whereby senior law students 
from the Law School clerk for Jeffer- 
son Circuit Court Judges. 
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THE LOUISVILLE LAWYER, the 
new publication of the University of 
Louisville School of Law, has honored 
another prominent alumnus in a 
featured article. 

“For his contribution to the Univer- 
sity, the Law School, and especially 
the legal profession,” THE LOUIS- 
VILLE LAWYER honored Mr. 
Ernest Woodward, II. 

Serving as a trustee of the Univer- 
sity of Louisville Alumni Organization 
campaign, Mr. Woodward has taken 
an active interest in his Alma Mater 
since his graduation in 1940. He is a 
member of the law firm, Woodward, 
Hobson, and Fulton. 


Representing former Governor 
Lawrence Wetherby, Judge Stephen 
S. Jones presented Dean A. C. Russell 
with a commission as a Kentucky 
Colonel. The presentation was the 
highlight of a recent convocation at 
the University of Louisville School of 
Law. 


August Winkenhofer, Bowling 
Green, has been named president of 
the newly-organized University of 
Louisville Law School Alumni Asso- 
ciation. He was graduated in 1940. 

Other officers are: first vice-presi- 
dent, J. Paul Keith, Jr., Louisville; 
second vice-president, Raymond 
Schultz, Paducah; and secretary-treas- 
urer, William Peden, Louisville. 


Professor Paul Oberst, of the Uni- 
versity of Kentucky College of Law, 
is Visiting Professor this year at the 
University of Chicago Law School. 


Professor W. L. Matthews, Jr., of 
the University of Kentucky College of 
Law, attended the Legal Research 
Conference sponsored by the Univer- 
sity of Michigan Law School in 
November. 


Dean Elvis J. Stahr, Jr., of the Uni- 
versity of Kentucky College of Law, 
was the principal speaker at the an- 
nual banquets of the Somerset Cham- 
ber of Commerce and the Winchester 


Chamber of Commerce in January, 
annual Civic night in Hazard in Feb. 
ruary, and annual Women’s Civic 
Night in Harlan in November. 


Professor Roy Moreland, of the 
University of Kentucky College of 
Law, spoke at a state meeting o/ the 
Kentucky League of Women Voters 
in Lexington in February on “Magis. 
trate Courts in Kentucky.” 


Mr. Walter Barton, attorney of 
Washington, D. C., and author of 
severai books on tax law, addressed 
the student body of the University of 
Kentucky College of Law in January 
on the history of federal income 
taxation. 


Mr. Bart Brown, Louisville attorney 
and Vice-President of the Citizens 
Fidelity Bank & Trust Company, de- 
livered two lectures on estate plan- 
ning to the seniors at the University 
of Kentucky College of Law last fall. 


Judge Marion Harron, of the Tax 
Court of the United States, addressed 
the seniors at the University of Ken- 
tucky College of Law in November 
on practice in the Tax Court. 


The following students of the Uni- 
versity of Kentucky College of Law 
have been appointed to the editorial 
board of the Kentucky Law Journal 
for the Spring semester: Thomas 
Soyars, Editor-in-Chief, Hopkinsville; 
Robert A. Palmer, Associate Editor, 
Lexington; J. Montjoy Trimble, Note 
Editor, Lexington; and Eugene C. 
Roemele, Business Manager, Frank- 
fort. 


The moot court team of the Univer- 
sity of Kentucky College of Law won 
the moot court competition in St 
Louis in December. The teain was 
composed of Charles G. Wylie of 
Nicholasville and Gibson Downing of 
Lexington. Included in this region 
are law schools in the states of Kansas, 
Missouri, Nebraska, South Dakota, 
and Kentucky. 
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The University of Kentucky College 
of Law and the University of Louis- 
ville School of Law will be joint hosts 
to the annual Southeastern Confer- 
ence of Law Teachers and the South- 


eastern Chapter of the American 
Association of Law Libraries in 
August. 


P. joan Skaggs, Russell, a 1955 
graduate of the University of Ken- 
tucky College of Law, has recently 
been «ppointed Attorney Advisor with 
the United States Air Force at 
Wrig)t-Patterson Field. 


James Levin, Williamsburg, a 1955 
graduate of the University of Ken- 
tucky College of Law, joined the legal 
staff of the Office of the Solicitor, 
Department of Labor, Washington, 
D. C., in September. 


First Lieutenant Elizabeth R. Smith, 
Jr. a 1950 graduate of the University 
of Kentucky College of Law, has been 
named Claims Officer and Legal As- 
sistance Officer in the Office of the 
Staff Judge Advocate, Northern Area 
Command, Frankfurt, Germany. 


A sketch of northern Kentucky’s 
famous son, John White S*evenson, 
1812-1886, was placed in the marker 
at Fourth and Garrard streets, Cov- 
ington, when the Christopher Gist 
Society held ceremonies there on Fri- 
day, December 9, 1956. The site, now 
the location of a new state office 
building, is the place where once 
stood the Stevenson home. The 
famed statesman was Kentucky’s post- 
Civil War governor, senator, and 
congressman, and the last northern 
Kentuckian to serve a full term as the 
state’s chief executive. He was a 
president of the American Bar Asso- 
ciation, and a member of the Univer- 
sity of Cincinnati College of Law 
faculty. 


Governor A. B. Chandler recently 
appointed three attorneys as members 
of the new State Workmen’s Compen- 





sation Board. They are: Chairman, 
Clay Shackelford, Richmond; Herbert 
Segal, Louisville; and Charles Fennell, 
Cynthiana. 


Andrew J. Ross was elected presi- 
dent of the Madison County Bar 
Association, when it met at Boone 
Tavern at Berea. He succeeds George 
Robbins. Other officers elected were 
Guy K. Duerson, vice-president, and 
James Chenault, renamed secretary- 
treasurer. 


McCracken County Judge Roy 
Stewart is the new president of the 
Kentucky County Judges Association. 
He was elected to the top position of 
the association at the close of a two- 
day meeting of county officials from 
throughout the state in Louisville. 

Elected to serve with him as officers 
are Erwin S. Prewitt of Pike County, 
vice-president, and R. S. Staples of 
Henderson County, secretary-treas- 
urer. 


Appellate Judge Astor Hogg was 
the principal speaker at the Fayette 
County Bar Association’s annual din- 
ner honoring members of the Ken- 
tucky Court of Appeals. The affair 
took place in Lexington on Thursday 
evening, January 26. 


Finding space for storage of Fay- 
ette County’ public records has 
reached a critical stage. So County 
Judge Fowler has called on the Fay- 
ette County Bar Association for ap- 
pointment of a permanent committee 
to study the situation and make 
recommendations. 

Judge Fowler has asked Weldon 
Shouse, bar association president, to 
have the committee study the prepar- 
ation, handling, display, and preserva- 
tion of all court records and public 
documents. These include Circuit 
Court, County Court, Clerk’s office 
records and those from Magistrate’s 
Courts. 

As Judge Fowler stated, “The field 


is never ending for improvements.” 
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Edwin Denney, past Republican 
candidate for governor, and Charles 
Landrum, Jr., have formed a law part- 
nership with offices in Room 210, 
Security Trust Building, Lexington. 


Edwin H. Henry, former Covington 
city solicitor, was elected president of 
the Kenton County Bar Association at 
the annual election held at Ft. 
Mitchell Country Club. 

Other new officers are: John J. 
O’Hara, vice-president; Robert E. 
Ruberg, secretary; Samuel Neace, Jr., 
treasurer, and Robert O. Lukowsky, 
executive committee member. 

Harry K. Aurandt is the retiring 
president. 


Thomas Burion has opened an 
office for the general practice of law 
at 502 Louisville Trust Building, 
Louisville. 


Ashland’s_ Police Court Judge 
Armond R. Imes, Kentucky's only 
—, judge to don a black cassock, 

as been elected six times and is 
serving his 22nd consecutive year on 
the bench. 

“The robe,” he says, “separates the 
jurist from the individual just like the 
uniform and insignia of an Army 
officer separates him from the enlisted 
men.” 

The judge’s popularity is attested by 
the fact that once he carried all 48 
precincts in a City election and had 
no opposition in his last race. 

Judge Imes is an attorney, although 
that is not a qualification for his office 
in Kentucky. He studied under other 
lawyers and attended the University 
of Chicago School of Law. 


John Sherman Cooper, United 
States Ambassador to India and Ken- 
tucky Attorney, was awarded a silver 
Yale Bow] of the Montclair Yale Club 
as an outstanding Yale Alumnus. 

A member of the Yale class of 1923, 
Cooper was selected by the club as a 
university graduate who “has won his 
‘Y’ in life.” The traditional award is 





extended annually to an alumnus who 
has attained an outstanding position 
in his field of endeavor. 


More than 100 members of the 
Louisville Bar Association attended a 
memorial ceremony for members who 
have died recently. The ceremony was 
held on the afternoon of January 97, 

John H. Chandler, 84, for 57 \ ears 
a Louisville attorney was the prin- 
cipal speaker. He counseled the rising 
generation of lawyers to preserve 
their moral integrity. Chandler said: 
“The highest reward of a real lawyer 
is not the money he makes but the 
respect and esteem of his brother 
lawyers who know him best.” 


Maysville popular Commonwealth's 
Attorney, William O. Miller, was the 
topic of a feature story appearing in 
the magazine section of the Sunday 
Louisville Courier-Journal under the 
date-line of January 15, 1956. 

Miller was featured in the article 
for his work as War Crimes Prosecu- 
tor. 


Uhel Barrickman, Glasgow attor- 
ney, is listed in “Who’s Who In Ken- 
tucky,” a publication done by the 
State’s historical society. He received 
his A.B. and L.L.B. degrees at the 
University of Kentucky. 

Currently, Mr. Barrickman is a cit) 
councilman at Glasgow, a member of 
Glasgow Chamber of Commerce 
(president); Kentucky Junior Cham- 
ber of Commerce ( vice-presicent); 
vice-president of Glasgow Rotary 
Club; member of Kentucky State and 
American Bar Associations; president 
of Kentucky Junior Bar Association. 

He served as a major of infantry in 
the E.T.O. 


——— FOR SALE ——— 


Globe-Werncke Bookcases, U. S. Su- 
preme Court Reporter, Miscellaneous 
Kentucky Reports, and Miscellar cous 
Federal Second Series. 

JUDGE S. M. RUSSELL 
City Law Director, City Hall, Louisvil!<. Ky. 
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Necrology 


H. Ilamilton Rice, Lexington, No- 
vember 12, at Lexington, Kentucky. 

Ben B. Morris, Wickliffe, November 
10, at Wickliffe, Kentucky. 

Co!. D. Y. Colson, Manchester, De- 
cember 13, at Manchester, Kentucky. 

Singleton Dancy Hodge, Sr., Prince- 
ton, December 30, at Princeton, 
Kentucky. 

Chenault Huguely, Danville, De- 
cember 27, at Danville, Kentucky. 

Joseph E. Robinson, Campbellsville, 
December 7, at El] Paso, Texas. 

John L. Kilgarriff, Louisville, De- 
cember 24, at Louisville, Kentucky. 

G. Egbert Coons, Winchester, 
January 17, at Winchester Kentucky. 

Henry Clinton Kennedy, Somerset, 
January 10, at Somerset, Kentucky. 

Walter N. Flippin, Somerset, Janu- 
ary 17, at Somerset, Kentucky. 

Thomas G. Mooney, Lexington, 
January 12, at Baltimore, Maryland. 

William Yancey Handy, Cave City, 
January 8, at Cave City, Kentucky. 

William G. Kenton, Maysville, Feb- 
ruary 6, at Maysville, Kentucky. 


John Blackburn is the newly-elected 
president of the McCracken County 
Bar Association. He succeeds at- 
torney C. Warren Eaton. 

Elected vice-president was attorney 
Robert Hines and Andrew Palmer was 
elected secretary-treasurer. They suc- 
ceed Percy Green and Fred Grimes, 
respectively. 





The new officers of the Madison 
County Bar Association are: Andrew 
J. Ross, Richmond, president; Guy K. 
Duerson, Berea, vice-president; James 
S. Chenault, Richmond, re-elected 
secretary-treasurer. 


McCracken County Judge Roy 
Stewart is the new president of the 
Kentucky County Judges Association. 
Elected to serve with him as officers 
were Erwin S. Prewitt of Pike County, 
vice-president, and R. S. Staples of 
Henderson County, secretary-treas- 
urer. 


Federal Judge Shackelford Miller, 
Jr., has been re-appointed to the 
American Bar Association’s Special 
Committee on disciplinery procedures 
for the legal profession. 

A proposed model code designed to 
make disciplinary measures against 
lawyers more uniform throughout the 
country is virtually completed. 


The new officers of the Oldham 
County Bar Association are: D. E. 
Wooldridge, president; Elliott Nether- 
ton, vice-president; and Thos. F. 
Manby, secretary. 


Harold R. Marquette, Louisville, 
has been elected president of the 
Kentucky Association of Trial Attor- 
neys. He succeeds Harry L. Har- 
gadon. 

Also elected were: H. Solomon 
Horen, first vice-president; William 
Loraine Mix, second vice-president; 
Anthony R. Hellman, secretary, and 
Alfred J. Simmon, Jr., treasurer. 


County Attorney I. C. James was 
named president of the Mercer Coun- 
ty Bar Association for 1956. He suc- 
ceeds F. Douglas Curry. 

Other officers named were W. H. 
Phillips, vice-president, and Lynn 
Mitchell, re-elected secretary-treas- 
urer. 
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